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THE TOPICALITY OF TEACHING SEMIOTICSIN COMMUNICATION AND
LINGUISTICSIN THE UNIVERSITIESOF THE KYRGYZ REPUBLIC

Communication takes place when one mind so acts upon its environment that another
mind is influenced, and in that other mind an experience occurs which is like the experience in
thefirst mind, and is caused in part by that experience. (I.A. Richards)

Semiotics is only slowly establishing itself asiacgpline to be respected and is a quite
new field of Science, which has started to be idetlinto the Program of just few Universities
in Bishkek whilst other universities that are l@zhat other regions of the Kyrgyz Republic still
have no idea about Semiotics as a science. Andteese ones that have this subject are mostly
focused on just one of its branches called Sensntic

In order to have a clear idea of Semiotics it isessary to systematize all the known
models of communication to have a clear idea ofsttience of Semiotics to develop student’s
critical thinking abilities.

Consequently, the purpose of present article iadguaint with general semiotic main
concepts and terminology of modern semiotics, hystd its origin and development along with
teaching students to conduct semiotic and linguistkt analyses applying semiotic devices and
methods on different levels of linguistic hierarchasic ideas connected with semiotics and
semiotic schools. Thus, the actuality of selecthig topic as its objectives are closely connected
and came out from definite reasons of necessitapply Semiotics in Kyrgyz universities
(particularly at the Departments of Communicatiod ainguistics).

The use of semiotic methods to reveal differenelewf meaning and, sometimes, hidden
motivations can lead to better understanding foreiglture in the field of cross cultural
communication as well as improve communication leetwpeople of the same culture. Thus,
the topicality of the addressing Semiotics is geit@lent.

As a specialist, who is deeply interested in Seicsand practicing it, | would like to give
short information about the urgency to study it endeeply and develop it.

The Study of Semiotics is an interdisciplinary parg encompassing such branches of
Science like Linguistics, Anthropology, Sociolodgdsychology, Theory of Literature, Aesthetics,
History, Communication and et&emiotics or the study of signs (from the Gresdémion, a
sign), is a scientific,

literary, and philosophical discipline derived fraime speculations on signification and
language of the American pragmatist philosopGe8. Peirceand the Swiss linguistic theorist
Ferdinand de Sausurre. Also knownrsasiology, semiotics is concerned with the phenomena of
signs in all their abundance and variety: letters, insdéerary texts, acoustic signals, road
signs, verbal signs, gestures, icons, symbolsgalies, corporate logos, indices, hieroglyphs,
drawings, natural signs, celestial signs, musioghtons, mathematical signs-in short, signifying
objects and artifacts of \virtually every size, dghapcolor, and substance.

Semiotics, semiotic studies, or semiology is #tedy of sign processes (semiosis), or
signification and communication, signs and symbbltsth individually and grouped into sign
systems. It includes the study of how meaning isstocted and understood. This fact makes
Semiotics vital both for communication and lingiast In a simplified meaning it can be
interpreted how the word or any object can be aeckepy a person, its effect on the reader,
listener or foreigner.

The field of Semiotics was most notably lead by enna Circle and presented in their
International Encyclopedia of Unified Science, ihieh the authors agreed on breaking out the
field, which they called “semiotic” into three bidres: 1.Semantics. Relation between signs
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and the things they refer to, their denotatésyatactics: relation of signs to each other in formal
structure. 3Pragmatics: relation of signs to their impacts on those wke them.

The term “semiotics” means an interpreiérsigns, was first used in English by
Henry Stubbs in 1670, in a very precise sense notéehe branch of medical science relating to
the interpretation of signs. Starting from its amigis a science Semiotics has been one of the
most hotly disputed issues due to its connectipplieation, and belonging to different other
sciences.

Charles Pierce defined what he termed “semiotic’thes “quasi-necessary”, or format
doctrine of signs, which is philosophical logic pued in terms of signs and sign processes.

Charles Morris followed Pierce in using the ternerfsotic” and in extending the
discipline beyond human communication to animairesy and use of signals.

Ferdinand de Saussure, however, viewed the mosbriang area within semiotics as
belonging to the Social Sciences.

However, Semiotics is frequently seen as havingomamt anthropological dimensions.
One of the outstanding semioticians Umberto Ecp@ses that every cultural phenomenon can
be studied as communication, despite the factdbate other semioticians focus on the logical
dimensions of the science.

In 1823 John Locke referred it to Physics, exattlymedicinal physiology, semiotics, and
method of curing.

Semioticians classify signs or sign systems intie@iato the way they are transmitted
(modality). In semiotics a modality is a particular way in which thgaformation is to be
encodedor presentation to humans, i.e. to the typsighand to the status of reality ascribed to
or claimed by a sign, text or genre.

This process of carrying meaning depends on thelisedes that may be the individual
sounds or letters that humans use to form words,btbdy movements they make to show
attitude or emotion, or even something as generdha clothes they wear. To coin a word to
refer to a thing, the community must agree on gpEmmeaning (a denotative meaning) within
their language. But that word can transmit thatmregonly within the language’s grammatical
structures and codes i.e. here we deal with syemaxsemantics. Codes also represent the values
of the culture, and are able to add new shadesrofatation to every aspect of life.

The reason why this article is established withie frames of both Linguistics and
Communication in parallel is that Semiotics geneeal the definition of a sign to encompass
signs in any medium or sensory modality. Thus beoadthe range of sign systems and sign
relations, and extends the definition of languagevhat amounts to its widest analogical or
metaphorical sense and is closer to some of theahities as well, including literary theory and
to cultural anthropology.

Semiotic methodology was successfully employedneyWS Information Agency using a
paradigm developed by Ohio University psychiatiistA. James Giannini.

The main problem of communication was defined lgydhtstanding American scholar of
politics G.D. Lasswell the following wayWho says what to whom in which channel with what
effect? There were lots of answers for the questions.fétfisiula is considered to be classical,
and can be encountered in any textbook on The TVhedr Communication, Mass
Communication, Social Psychology, Sociology, anditieal science. The Lasswell formula is
given in the form of a table included in the prograf the Theory of Communication in on
e of the American Universities.
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Consequently, we seem as a species to be drivardbgire to make meaningsbove all,
we are surelyfomo significans - meaning-makers. Distinctively, we make meanihgsugh our
creation and interpretation of 'signs’. Indeedpatiog to Peirce, 'we think only in sigrifeirce
1931-58, 2.302)Signs take the form of wordsnages sounds, odours, flavours, acts or objects,
but such things have no intrinsic meaning and becsigns only when we invest them with
meaning. 'Nothing is a sign unless it is interpleds a sign', declares Peinggeirce 1931-58,
2.172)

Anything can be a sign as long as someone intergras 'signifying' something - referring
to orstanding for something other than itself. We interpret things@ns largely unconsciously
by relating them to familiar systems of conventidhss this meaningful use of signs which is at
the heart of the concerns of semiotics.

The two dominant models of what constitutes a signthose of the linguist Ferdinand de
Saussure and the philosopher Charles Sanders P8massure offered a 'dyadic’ or two-part
model of the sign. He defined a sign as being caapof:

1) a 'signifier’ gignifiant) - theform which the sign takes; and
2) the 'signified’ ¢ignifiu) - theconcept it represents.

The sign is the whole that results from the associatiornhef signifier with the signified
(Saussure 1983, 6Baussure 1974, h7The relationship between the signifier and tigaised
is referred to as 'signification’.

If we take a linguistic example, the word 'Openhén it is invested with meaning by
someone who encounters it on a shop doorwaysignaconsisting of:

asignifier: the wordopen;
asignified concept: that the shop is open for business.

A sign must have both a signifier and a signifigdu cannot have a totally meaningless
signifier or a completely formless signifie@dussure 1983, 10Baussure 1974, 102-10A
sign is a recognizable combination of a signifiethva particular signified. The same signifier
(the word 'open’) could stand for a different Siigui (and thus be a different sign) if it were on a
push-button inside a lift (‘push to open door)mifrly, many signifiers could stand for the
concept 'open’ (for instance, on top of a packiagon, a small outline of a box with an open
flap for 'open this end’) - again, with each uniga&ing constituting a different sign.

A linguistic sign is not a link between a thing amdame, but between a concept and a
sound pattern. The sound pattern is not actualigumd; for a sound is something physical. A
sound pattern is the hearer's psychological impmessef a sound, as given to him by the
evidence of his senses. This sound pattern maglExia 'material’ element only in that it is the
representation of our sensory impressions. Thedspatiern may thus be distinguished from the
other element associated with it in a linguistignsiThis other element is generally of a more
abstract kind: the concepB&4ussure 1983, 66aussure 1974, §6

As for thesignified, most commentators who adopt Saussure's modetrstt this as a
mental construct, although they often note thamaty nevertheless refer indirectly to things in
the world..

Saussure noted that his choice of the tesigsifier andsignified helped to indicate 'the
distinction which separates each from the otl&auésure 1983, 6Baussure 1974, B7

Taking into account the information above | woukelto emphasize the importance of
introducing Semiotics into the educational progmnuniversities in Kyrgyzstan as such course
is quite well known and taught even in secondahpsts of not only Europe, but also Asia and
etc. Despite this fact, we neither have this sulggen in the programs of Higher Schools of our
country nor have we well trained academic stas@miotics.

Developments on different semiotic aspects (phpbgo linguistics, culture, literature,
translation) can be found in contemporary philogophlanguage. One of the main tasks of the
present research is to synthesize all of them withe frame of general semiotic concept. First of
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all there are different conceptions and methodgsearch Semiotics, that will help structuralize
appropriate researches and further apply themaicthiag Semiotics.

Semiotics and almost all its fields has alreadyob®z an important part of present science
and the elements of semiotic approach presentostlall the scientific field.

Despite the fact that Kyrgyz —Turkish Manas Uniugrgonsidered to be one of the
youngest universities with its 15 years’ existeritstarted including Semiotics as a must class
in its Program from 2010-2011 academic school y&ad it can be explained by several urgent
reasons and its topicality as the KTU Manas isrdarnational university with more than 20
nationalities, where students must aware of magje8emiotics not only to survive in a foreign
country, but also be aware of the cultural aspigctsrder to communicate with each other and
understand codes that are hidden in a foreign words

In a larger scale, it is planned to spread thisjesibamong all the universities in
Kyrgyzstan as it has a practical value in everlgfie

Applied sources:

1. Chandler, Daniel (2001Bemictics: The Basics. London: Routledge

2. Chandler, Daniel (1994): Semiotics for Beginners [WWW document] URL
http://www.aber.ac.uk/media/Documents/S4B/semioticl [Date of Visit]

3. Saussure, Ferdinand de (197@purse in General Linguistics (trans. Wade Baskin). London:
Fontana/Collins [still the most widely-cited traasbn, dating from 1959]

4. Saussure, Ferdinand de (198Gpurse in General Linguistics (trans. Roy Harris). London:
Duckworth [beware of the rendering afgnifiant as 'signal’ andignifiz as 'signification’
instead of the more usual 'signifier’ and 'sigudiifie

5. Thibault, Paul J (1997Re-reading Saussure: The Dynamics of Sgnsin Social Life. London:
Routledge

6. Eco, Umberto (1976)A Theory of Semiotics. Bloomington: Indiana University Press/London:
Macmillan

7. Eco, Umberto (1984)Semiotics and the Philosophy of Language. Bloomington: Indiana
University Press

8. Peirce, Charles S (1966 ected Writings. New York: Dover

103



